In print, however, Gesner was far more generous to Wotton. Although he confessed that Wotton had brought nothing new of his own to his subject, he could appreciate the elegance of his Latin style, the general accuracy of his reporting, and the helpfulness of his annotations.5 Yet his praise was muted by comparison with what he gave to Rondelet, Belon, and Turner, and with good reason, for Wotton's book reeks of the study.
Not that Gesner was averse to books; he was indeed the finest bibliographer of the day, but in compiling his massive Historia animalium he looked outside his library to the hills, fields, and forests of a wider Europe.6 The Wellcome annotations show another side of his work on natural history, for the comments that he made briefly and in passing on Wotton's mistakes were later incorporated, almost verbatim, into the printed volumes. His Swiss proverb, for example, made its appearance in the discussion on the perch, and many smaller corrections also found their place.7 His comments also display his confident command of things English which, as we shall see, was to cause him a certain amount of embarrassment at the beginning of Queen Elizabeth's reign.
He derived his information on England largely from the community of exiled Protestants living in and around Zurich. William Turner, later Dean of Wells, was by far the most active naturalist among them, and he was consulted frequently by Gesner.8 But Turner was by no means alone in having a reputation as a botanist and zoologist, or in playing an important role in the religious struggles in England.
'A good example, with the distinctive "A", is given by Hans Fischer, Conrad Gessner 1516-1565, Zurich, Kommissionsverlag Leemann AG, 1966, p. 51, pl. 11. IC. Gesner, Historia animalium, I-IV, Zurich, C. Froschover, 1551-58; Vol. V was printed posthumously, Zurich, C. Froschover, 1587. Unless stated, I cite the Historia animalium (=HA) from the Wellcome copy of the second edition, Frankfurt, J. Wechel, 1585-1604. For Gesner's praise of Wotton, see HA III, sig.* 5r; IV, Enumeratio auctorum. The long list of acknowledgements to friends that opens HA I says nothing about Wotton, which implies that the two were not known personally to each other. 'H. Wellisch, 'Conrad Gessner: a bio-bibliography',J. Soc. Bibliog. Nat. Hist., 1975, 7: Gesner reciprocated by sending complimentary copies of his Historia animalium, signing them himself with a dedication to "John Caius, an outstanding doctor and philosopher".'7 But Caius, like Gesner, was no respecter of persons, even if they 'Gesner, HA I, sig. C lv; Emden, op. cit., note 1 above, p. 194. "Gesner, HA I, sig. C 1v; Dictionary ofnational biography, London, Smith Elder, 1908 , vol.7, p. 1163 "Gesner, HA I, sig. C 1v; IV, Enumeratio auctorum; Icones animalium, 2nd ed., Zurich, C. Froschover, 1560, p. 5; Dictionary of national biography, 1908 Dictionary of national biography, , vol. 6, p. 1025 London, Longman Green, 1866, p. 10, letter of Gesner to Cecil. The Queen was probably also displeased at the cavalier way in which, at the end of his preface, p. 5, Gesner had assumed that she would not mind taking the place of two deceased noblemen, "heroes", whose loyalty to the English crown had not been above suspicion. She was evidently also not mollified by Gesner's fulsome Greek ode to her.
"Raven, op. cit., note 3 above, pp. 141-147.
were his friends, and he too wrote his criticisms and corrections into the margins of his own books. He found less to complain about in Gesner's philological scholarship, not surprisingly, for Gesner was among the finest philologists of the day, but he took issue with him on several points of natural history. Many of these annotations he later published, along with some of his earlier notes to Gesner, in his De rariorum animalium atque stirpium historia libellus, which although originally written with a dedicatory preface to Gesner, did not appear until 1570, five years after his death, when it then incorporated the results of Caius' latest investigations."8 One of these criticisms concerned the humble puffin. Caius' first letter to Gesner about this bird, with its accompanying drawing, arrived too late to be included in the main text of the Historia animalium, but it was placed in a short appendix."9 Caius' description evidently amused Gesner, for he ended his own entry with a joke: "If you imagine that this bird was white, and had then put on a black cloak with a cowl, you could give this bird the name of 'Little Friar of the sea' (fratercula marina)." This was too much for Caius, who struck this whimsy out of his own copy and replaced it with a more sober description of the bird's feeding habits, based upon his own experience of keeping a puffin in his house for eight months. It was a difficult pet, and Caius was moved to record that it used to bite the fingers of those who offered it food or tried to touch it. But, he added a short while later, it did this in a rather friendly way ("benignius") and, as he added even later in his book, with no malice aforethought ("innocentius"). 20 In his marginalia, Caius was then doing to Gesner what he, in his turn, had previously done to Wotton, reproving error from the best of scholarly motives. Gesner's relationship with the English naturalists, which lasted for over a quarter of a century, is but one example of the co-operation that could exist between scholars in different parts of renaissance Europe, and linked men of different nationalities and religions in the pursuit of truth.2" It is in this context that the Wellcome annotations should be seen, for they throw a little light on the creation of a great book and show how Gesner set down in passing, and in reaction to the opinions of others, ideas that he was later to put into print. They also serve as a salutary reminder that our knowledge, even of the greatest of renaissance scientists, can still be enhanced by manuscript discoveries, and that, in this search, one should not neglect even the evidence of marginalia. Viator, 1977, 8: 399-434. 
